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Posting Signs on Infill Lots
Continued discussion regarding possible implementation of new 
Va. Code §15.2-961.2, to allow the County to post signs on private 
lots when an infill lot grading plan has been submitted for review.
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Presentation from September 13th DPC meeting
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Applicable Plan Types

ÅSigning will capture ~1000 Infill Lot 
Projects

ÅWill not post ~4,600 non-“site” plan 
residential permits although they may 
impact trees.

ÅMore than half of all Infill Lot Projects 
are in Dranesville.  

ÅCurrent Dranesville experience suggests 
that posting will generate much interest 
of neighbors in such projects.
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Requests for Consideration

ÅGenerally, what would the signs say?

ÅTwo implementation questions:
ïCan this be applied to only one area of the County?

ïCan the program sunset after the first year if the 
Board so chooses?

Å Is there an IT solution (i.e., e-mail notice to 
neighbors, etc.)?

ÅCosts seem high –Come back with a lower 
solution.  
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Potential Sign Language
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Implementation Questions

ÅCan this effort be focused on one sector of 
the County?
ïTechnically “Yes” but Practically “No”

ïNeed to have legitimate government purpose to 
limit the scope.

ÅCan the program be set up as a pilot sun 
setting for a discrete amount of time?
ïThis is feasible.
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Possible IT Solutions –Issue Alerts/Notices

Å Existing Technology –Snail Mail
ï Existing GIS application can produce mailing lists of adjacent owners
ï Staff exercise for 1,000 plans per year.
ï Timing eliminates this option

Å Almost-But-Not-Quite Existing Technology… 
ï Functionality could exist but has never been deployed.  
ï Will require some launch costs (likely measured in tens of thousands)
ï Concerns regarding ties to aging databases.

Å Wait for new PLUS –Land Use Database to be in place
ï Actual product has not yet been selected.
ï Full launch will be three years from now.

Å Third Party-Hosted “Zillow”-like Application
ï Probably could be found and launched.
ï Would take some yet-to-be-determined money to make happen.
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Workload

Å60% increase in INF-type 
plans since 2012.

ÅWhat does posting these 
projects do to workload?
ïAdministrative Burden

ï Installation Burden

ïAdvisory Comment Burden
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General Areas of Effort
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Requested direction on Posting Signs on Infill Lots

ÅDo we proceed with Code Amendment?
ïProposed ordinance language:
ÅShould the Code include a built-in sunset clause?

ïStaff will include fiscal impacts 
ÅImplementation before FY 2018?

If yes, Staff will move forward to Board for Authorization to Advertise 
amendment

ÅDo we proceed with IT solution(s)?
ïWould not require Code amendment to publish plan submittal.

ïPotential interference with efforts to keep aging systems up and 
running

If yes, Staff will move forward with IT development
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